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MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 17th October, 2003 

S.o. 1225(E). In pursuance of rule 36 of Order XXXIX of the Supreme 
Court Rules, the Central Government hereby publishes the following 
Order of the Supreme Court dated the 11* December, 2002 in the 
matter of Election Petition No.l of 2002 - Shri Charan Lai Sahu Versus 
Dr. A.P.J. Abdul Kalam & Others, namely:- 


IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 

ORIGINAL JURISDICTION 

ELECTION PETITION NO.l OF 2002 

(Election Petition under Article 71(1) and 131(1) of the Constitution of 
India read with Petitions generally of Order XVIII Rules 1 to 10 of 
SCR 1966) 


Shri Charan T al Sahu, s/o Motilal Sahu, 

Advocate, 96, Lawyer Chamber 

Supreme Court of India, New Delhi-110 001. .Petitioner 

Versus 

1. Dr. APJ Abdul Kalam 
President (Elect) of India 
Rashtrapati Bhawan, 

New Delhi-110 001. 

2. Captain Lakshmi Sehgal 
CP.I. (M) Office 

A.K. Gopalan Bhawan, 

Gole Market, 

New Delhi-110 001. 

3. Election Commission, 
through its Secretary, 

Nirwachan Sadan, 

Patel Chowk, New Delhi. 

4. Union of India, through Secretary, 

Law Department, A Wing, 

Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi. 
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5. The Returning Officer and Secretary 
General, Rajya Sabha, Parliament House, 

New Delhi. ... Respondents 


11 th Decmber, 2002 

CORAM: 

HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE 
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE V.N. KHARE 
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE K.G.BALAKRISHNAN 
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ASHOK BHAN 
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ARUN KUMAR 


For the Petitioner: Petitioner-in-person 


The Petition above-mentioned alongwith an other matter being 
called on for hearing before this Court on the 29 th day of November, 
2002; UPON perusing the record and hearing Petitioner-in-person, the 
Court took time to consider its Judgment and the petition being called 
on for Judgment on the 11 th day of December, 2002, THIS COURT for 


the reasons contained in its Judgment DOTH PASS inter-alia the 


following ORDER: 

“ *' ’ we do not fmd merit .... in the election petition 
xxxxxxxxxxx and dismiss them with costs which are 
assessed on Rs.25,000/- in each case. The costs so 
deposited shall be transferred to the Supreme Court Legal 
Services Committee. It is also directed that no petition 
tiled by the petitioner-in-person shall be entertained in this 
Court till the amount of costs imposed is deposited.” 

AND THIS COURT DOTH FURTHER ORDER that this 

ORDER be punctually observed and carried into execution by all 
concerned; 


WITNESS the Hon’ble Shri Gopal Bailav Pattanaik, Chief 
Justice of India, at the Supreme Court, New Delhi, dated this the II th 
day of December, 2002. 

Sd/- 


RP.DUA, 
Jt Registrar 


YASHWANT RAJ, Jt. Secy. 
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